Introduction
During a change of leadership, it is natural for many foreign policy experts to evaluate a leaving president's legacy and predict the next president's foreign policy stance. As Stephen Skowrneck, a prominent American political scientist illuminated, the resilience of a predecessor's political coalition and incumbent's political identity mainly determines the political structure of presidential leadership. 1) Foreign policy is not an exception. Analyzing the Obama administration's legacy in foreign policy is fruitful not only for historical analysis but also for a policy analysis, as any new administration must struggle with the shadow of the past. 2) In other words, defining the Obama administration's legacy is a necessary analytical step to predict the future policy course of the Trump administration. For that purpose, this paper examines the Obama administration's legacy in foreign policy, particularly in regards to the interpretive regime of the UN Charter.
When President Obama entered the Oval office, the international diplomatic community was excited about the possibility of a new multilateralism and the role of the international organization.
Immediately after the 2008 US presidential election, UN
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon remarked, "we can look forward to an era of renewed partnership and a new multilateralism." 3) Considering the systematic crisis of the UN system and the tainted legitimacy of the US foreign policy caused by the George W. Bush administration's unilateral military intervention in Iraq, the aspiration of the Obama administration's political coalition to restore the UN system was understandable. In that regard, the commitment to the UN system and the self-limiting legal norms of military force was a litmus test as to whether the Obama administration would satisfy the expectation of restoring the UN system for his eight-year term.
This article offers a mixed answer, claiming that the Obama administration made an oligopolistic shift on the issue of UN Charter interpretation. To elaborate, US presidents after World War Ⅱ generally took one of three positions: (1) the oligopolistic model (2) the self-restraint model, and of (3) in the Security Council. The Obama administration's policy was prudent in the sense that its UN diplomacy was not unilateral, but it was hardly reconstructive since its interpretive scheme on some critical issues broke free from the straight-jacket of legal norms. The Obama administration's policy doctrine and the track records of UN diplomacy during his term clearly shows that he attempted to reformulate or muddle through the legal norms rather than restraining itself to the norms of the UN Charter.
Interpretive Regime of the UN Charter and Relevance to UN Diplomacy
In any constitutional order, whether domestic or international, the issue of who holds the ultimate authority to interpreting the supreme law of a community is a lingering source of contentions. To begin with, the Obama administration's 'smart power doctrine'
symbolizes its political will to maximize national interests by utilizing international law. Smart power indicates a diplomatic strategy that is "a blend of principle and pragmatism that makes intelligent use of all means at our disposal, including promotion of democracy, development, technology, and human rights and international law to place diplomacy at the vanguard of our foreign policy." 31) By regarding international law as a means to achieve 'power' and will to project diplomatic resources, the goal and direction of this smart The challenges that ensured from such reformulation included the extent to which it was legally compelling and politically correct.
While ten council members voted for the resolutions, five members-Brazil, China, Germany, India, and Russia-abstained on the 
Conclusion
The UN Charter has been accepted as an organizing principle of anarchical international relations. was limited. In that sense, the Obama administration's UN diplomacy and its role in the UN Charter regime were praiseworthy but far from reconstructive or perfect.
